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REMARKS 

Claims 1-76 are pending and have been examined in the present application. 
Claims 1, 2, 4, 17, 19, 20, 23, 28-34, 36-42, 44, 45, 46, 59, 60, 63 and 68-76 have been 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) over Hall et al. (U.S. Patent 5,826,023) in view of 
Gerety et al. (U.S. Patent 5,212, 792.) Claims 3 and 43 have been rejected under §103(a) 
over Hall in view of Gerety, in view of IBM (shared Directory). Claims 5-16, 18, 35, 47- 
52 and 54-58 have been rejected under §103 (a) over Hall in view of Gerety and in further 
view of Garcia (U.S. Patent 6,470,357). Claims 21, 22, 61 and 62 have been rejected 
under §103 (a) over Hall in view of Gerety and further in view of Hirachi (Track Circuit 
System). Claims 24, 25, 64 and 65 have been rejected under §103 (a) over Hall in view 
of Gerety and further in view of OTA Michihiko (Message Communication System). 
Claims 26, 53, and 66 have been rejected under §103 (a) over Hall in view of Gerety and 
further in view of Fukarsu Sadao et al (Communication System Between Processes). 
Claims 27 and 67 have been have been rejected under §103 (a) over Hall in view of 
Gerety, and further in view of Toshiba (Information Processor). In light of the below 
remarks, reconsideration of the present application is respectfully requested. 

In paragraph 1 of the Office Action, both independent claims 1 and 41 have been 
rejected over Hall in view of Gerety. Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. As 
admitted In the Office Action, Hall does not teach a first service identifier as recited in 
independent claims 1 and 41. Specifically, the first service identifier in claims 1 and 41 is 
"associated with the second application." In order to cure this deficiency in Hall, the 
Office Action combines the teaching in Hall with that of Gerety. Specifically, the Office 
Action states that Gerety teaches a Request-ID Field 112 as recited at Column 7, Lines 18- 
40. Applicants respectfully disagree that Gerety's Request-ID Field 112 reads on the first 
service identifier as recited in independent claims 1 and 41. 

As described at Column 7, lines 18-40 of Gerety, each of the Request- ID Field 112 
subfields 112a, 112b and 112c, each relate to the sending application (the first application 
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in claims 1 and 41). There is no reference or association to the second application 
whatsoever in the message 112 of Gerety, let alone the Request-ID Field 112. As further 
described in Column 8, lines 10-24 of Gerety, the messages in Gerety are independendy 
forwarded to the tools that have requested messages of a particular type. There is no 
indication in the message whatsoever as to the destination of the message. The system of 
Gerety works by the tools registering, in advance, the message patterns that it desires to 
receive. When the message server receives a message, it compares the messages to the 
registered message patterns, and if there is a match, sends the message to the tool which 
registered that particular pattern. 

The teaching of Gerety is thus quite different than the explicitly recited invention of 
claims 1 and 41. Therefore, even if Hall and Gerety were combined, the resultant 
combination does not read on the present invention as recited in independent claims 1 and 
41. 



Withdrawal of the rejection of independent claims 1 and 41 on the basis of Hall and 
Gerety is therefore respectfully requested. 

The remainder of the dependent claims pending in the present application have 
been rejected on the basis of the combination of Hall and Gerety as described above 
further in view of several other references. Applicants would first like to thank the 
Examiner for the careful consideration of each of these claims and the application of these 
ancillary references. Applicants respectfully submit though, that none of these references 
cure the fundamental deficiencies described above in the combination of the primary 
references of Hall and Gerety. Withdrawal of the rejection of all of the dependent claims 
of the present application on the basis of the combination of Hall and Gerety and the 
further ancillary references therefore respectfully requested. 

As each of the claims is presently in condition for allowance, such action is earnestly 
solicited. 
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In view of the above, each of the presently pending claims in this application is 
believed to be in immediate condition for allowance. Accordingly, the Examiner is 
respectfully requested to pass this application to issue. 



Dated: December 18, 2003 





Respectfiilly^ubn^ttefli, 

By_ 

Michael J. Scheer( 

Registration NoW34,425 
DICKSTEIN SHAPIRO MORIN & 

OSHINSKY LLP 
1177 Avenue of the Americas 
41st Floor 

New York, New York 10036-2714 
(212) 835-1400 
Attorney for Applicant 
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